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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES CITIZENS REDISTRICTING COMMISSION (LA County CRC) 

CRC MINUTES FOR REGULAR MEETING: 

Wednesday, December 8, 2021, 7:30 pm 

 

VIDEO FILES FOR ENTIRE MEETING POSTED AT: CLICK HERE 

 

Agenda 

AGENDA ITEM 1: CALL TO ORDER 

Thai V. Le, Los Angeles County Citizens Redistricting 

Commission (LA County CRC) Clerk, called the meeting to 

order at 7:33 p.m. He reviewed the process for the 

public to select either English or Spanish access to 

interpreters.  

AGENDA ITEM 2: ROLL CALL 

LA County CRC’s Resolution No. 2021-03 enables the 

Commission to meet virtually in accordance with 

Government Code section 54953(e)(3) to extend the 

time during which the Commission may continue to 

teleconference its meeting without compliance with 

paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of section 54953 

because of COVID- 19 pandemic and health issues. 

Thai V. Le took roll call. A quorum was present.  

Yes Commissioner Jean Franklin Excused Commissioner Priscilla Orpinela-Segura 

Yes Commissioner David Holtzman Yes Commissioner Hailes Soto 

Yes Commissioner Mary Kenney Yes Commissioner Saira Soto 

Yes Co-Chair Daniel Mayeda Yes Commissioner Brian Stecher 

Yes Commissioner Mark Mendoza Yes Commissioner John Vento 

Late; 8:15 pm Commissioner Apolonio Morales Yes Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

Yes Commissioner Nelson Obregon Yes Commissioner Doreena Wong 

1. Cli   on   nte   et  on   t t e 
 o o  o  you  s  een

2.  ele t  n lis  o     nis 
 ou t en   n   oose to  ute t e o i in l 
 u io  o     le  e  inte   et  on. 

 

              

             
 

                     

                   

                                                                      
                                                                      

               

                 
 

                          

         

1.       li  en l    nte   et  i n      o en su 
  nt ll      no  e e   

2.  li    n l s o  s   ol
Lue o   ue e o t    o   silen i   el  u io o i in l  
     es u     un  inte   et  i n   s  l   .

https://youtu.be/QepIOcjOVdQ
https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Resolution_2021-03.pdf
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AGENDA ITEM 3: APPROVAL OF AGENDA – CO-CHAIR CAROLYN WILLIAMS 

The agenda was accepted with no changes. 

AGENDA ITEM 4: PUBLIC COMMENT—GENERAL– Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

This is the time for public comment on matters not on the agenda. Pursuant to state law, the Commission may 

not discuss or act on issues not on the meeting agenda, except Commissioners or staff members may briefly 

respond to statements made or questions posed. Staff may be asked to follow up on such items. 

A number of the members of the public indicated that they wanted to make public comment on Agenda Item 

No. 4. Their public comments were related to Agenda Item No. 6. Co-Chair Dan Mayeda pointed out that their 

comments would be added to that Agenda Item. 

AGENDA ITEM 5: CONSENT ITEMS – CO-CHAIR DAN MAYEDA 

Items listed under the consent calendar are considered by the Co-Chairs to be routine in nature and will be 
enacted by one motion unless a commissioner requests otherwise, in which case the item will be removed for 
separate consideration. 

Co-C  i  D n M ye   in i  te  t  t t e Co  issione s s oul   eview  n  t  e     o  i te   tion on t e 
 inutes  o : 

▪ Nove  e  29  2021 
▪ De e  e  1  2021 
▪ De e  e  5  2021 

Co  issione  D vi   oltz  n questione  w y       oun  in o   tion on w  t    s   e  ein   onsi e e  in 
t e  eetin    e in t e  inutes w en su   in o   tion is  l e  y  oste  in t e   en  . G yl  K  ets   
   tsou      e utive Di e to   e  l ine  t  t su   in o   tion    es it e sie   o  t e  u li  to  now w  t 
   s   e  ein   e e  e  to in t e  inutes. 

Co  issione  D vi   oltz  n su  este   o i i  tions to t e  inutes  in lu in :  )  l  i i  tion t  t t e 
 u li  s w“   visu liz tion o  t e two  u  ent     o tions” (   e 2)   )    n e “nee ” to “nee e ” (   e 5)  
 n   )  ive  e e en e to t e new M   OP 066 on e elev te  (P  e 7). A  otion w s    e  n  se on e  to 
    ove t e  inutes wit  t ose  o  e tions. T e  otion   sse . 
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Motion Made: Commissioner Brian Stecher 

Motion Seconded: Commissioner David Holtzman 

Outcome: Approved 

  

Yes Commissioner Jean Franklin Excused Commissioner Priscilla Orpinela-Segura 

Yes Commissioner David Holtzman Yes Commissioner Hailes Soto 

Yes Commissioner Mary Kenney Yes Commissioner Saira Soto 

Yes Co-Chair Daniel Mayeda Yes Commissioner Brian Stecher 

Yes Commissioner Mark Mendoza Yes Commissioner John Vento 

Late; 8:15 pm Commissioner Apolonio Morales Yes Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

Yes Commissioner Nelson Obregon Yes Commissioner Doreena Wong 

 

Co  issione  Do een  Won  su  este  t  t Co  issione  D vi   oltz  n s oul    ovi e su   e its on 
ot e   inutes to st    to     ess   io  to t e  eetin  so  s not to t  e u  Co  issione s’ ti e  t t e 
 eetin . Co-C  i  D niel M ye   su  este  t  t t e Co  ission t  le  eview  n      ov l o  t e Minutes  o  
De e  e  1  n  De e  e  5  2021  until t e ne t  eetin  so t  t t e Co  issione s  oul   o e qui  ly  et 
to  u li   o  ents  n   o us on  eviewin     s. 

AGENDA ITEM 6: ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS 

6a. Consideration and potential adoption of map(s) — Co-Chairs Carolyn Williams and Dan Mayeda 

Gayla Kraetsch Hartsough provided a visualization of the Map Options discussed at Public Hearing No. 4, 

namely, Map Options B-3, F-2, and G-1. 
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The current map options are posted on the LA County CRC website: https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/. They 

can also be found on the redistricting hub (https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/ )  

NOTE: Members of the public interested in viewing submitted plans in the redistricting mapping software can 

follow the instructions in this video once logged into the redistricting mapping software. Viewing the 

submitted plans in the mapping software allows for a more in-depth exploration of the plans, including 

identifying specific communities and cities. Members of the public can also use the software to save their own 

version of the draft maps, make modifications, and submit for the public and Commissioners to view.  

Gayla Kraetsch Hartsough shared the scorecard for the maps under consideration: 

  

                             
                                                    

https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/
https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/
https://youtu.be/jTIumMEC5Ks
https://redistricting-lacounty.esriemcs.com/redistricting/index.html
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She highlighted that Map F-2 is less compact than Maps B-3 and G-1. All of the map options had at least 2 

majority minority districts, based on total population and CVAP. All options were better than the current 

supervisorial districts in terms of being responsive to COIs.  

The Scorecard of Map Options on the map options was posted on the LA County CRC website and redistricting 

map hub as well for the public to view.  

Ad Hoc Working Groups’ Mo i i  tions to t e Poste  Maps  

Two Ad Hoc Working Groups independently prepared modifications to the three maps. 

Ad Hoc Working Group that Combined Map B-3 and Map G-1 

Commissioner Daniel Mayeda presented the map that his Ad Hoc Work Group prepared that combined Map 

B-3 and Map G-1, based on public input and identified COIs. Map B-322 and Map G-1 were sequentially 

overlaid in white ove  t e A   o  Wo  in  G ou ’s      o  e  l n tion o  t e    n es    e. T is Ad Hoc 

Working Group map was referred to as Map B-3 modified for discussion purposes. 

https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/ARCBridge-Scorecard-Options-PlansB_F.pdf
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Map Draft Option B-3 (modified by Working Group) Visualization 

 

Ad Hoc Working Group that Modified Map F-2 

Commissioner Carolyn Williams presented the map that her Ad Hoc Work Group prepared that modified Map 

F-2, based on public input and identified COIs. Map F-2 w s ove l i  in w ite ove  t e A   o  Wo  in  G ou ’s 

map for explanation of the ch n es    e. V CA’s  FV w s ove l ye  on  ot     s  o   o    ison  u  oses. 

The Commissioners also looked at Map 081, which was cited frequently at Public Hearing No. 4. This Ad Hoc 

Working Group map was referred to as Map F-2 modified for discussion purposes. 
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Map Draft Option F-2 (Modified by Working Group) Visualization 

 

These new map options are posted on the LA County CRC website: https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/. They 

can also be found on the redistricting hub (https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/ )  

Commissioner Questions of Clarification 

The Co  issione s  s e  questions o   l  i i  tion. Bot  A   o  Wo  in  G ou s’    s we e ove l i  on to  

of each other for further delineation of similarities and differences. The Commissioners observed considerable 

overlap. The focus was on clarifying  changes made and the rationale and justification for the changes. 

https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/
https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/
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Public Comments 

All individuals who signed up to make public comment had the opportunity to make public comments. 

Public comment – see recordings  on “VIDEO FILE FOR ENTIRE MEETING POSTED” at the start of the minutes:  

1. M  i  Mo  les – lives in  l Monte;   e e s M   F-2 

2. A ele An    e- t  le  – lives in Al      ; w nts 2 su e viso s in  GV;   e e s M   F-2 

3. P ty Lu o – o   nize  in Po on ; w nts Po on  in  D 1 

4. Ni   G ines –   ise  issues   out  ent i i  tion  n   o ul tion s i ts; note  t  t su e viso s  e  in in 

o  i e  es ite w  t is  one wit   e ist i tin  

5. A  on Ro e tson  A v n e ent P o e t    e   e  t e      o  t e Peo le’s Blo  – w nts to  ee    LA  

 LA  N LA   n  DTLA to et e ; w nte  to  e e t t e  u li   o  ents o   iss tis   tion   out  D 2 

 ein  lin e  to t e se  o st 

6.  tu  t W l   n  V CA – P e e  e   o i ie  B-3 

7. C uz C sill s – UCLA stu ent;   e e s M   F-2; Po on  is   wo  in - l ss  o  unity; Po on   n  

W lnut s oul   ot   e in  D 1 

8.  vette  st      NBCUnive s l –   e e s M   F-2;  oes not w nt to   ve NBC  tu ios s lit; w nts to  e in 

 D 3 

9. Jessi   P n u o – w nts   CVAP o  53%;  o not  ut  isto i   ino ity  o  unities wit   o st l 

 o  unities 

10. De    Men ez  P OC/PU   

11. C  is Rowe –  u  o te  M   93  y Co  issione   oltz  n;  oes not w nt West  ills  ivi e ;   s sent 

   s to s ow t e st eets in West  ills 

12.  en y Fun  – e    size  t e nee  to   e te  Ds so  eo le   n vote  o    n i  tes o  t ei    oi e; 

  e e s  ewe   e     o  unities  tt   e  to  D 2 

13. Lee Colle   Re on o Be     esi ent –   s  ino  issues on t e A   o  Wo  in  G ou s’  o i ie     s; 

woul  li e to  ut  ll o  t e  e     o  unities into  D 4  n   ut t e u  e  N  “s oe” o   D 4 into  D 2 

14. Jo n     itz –  GV L  Mi      esi ent;   e e s M   F-2  o  L tin   A  i  n A e i  n   n  Asi n 

 esi ents wit  li e v lues 

15.  e  io Di z-Lun  –   e e s M   F-2 o   o i ie  M   F   o  t e A   o  WG; li es Po on  in  D 1;  ee  

Mount   n Antonio Co  unity Colle e  n  C l Poly in  D 1 

16. Po os   l z   – su  este   ovin     le Ro  /Gl ssell P     n  G i  it  P    to westsi e;    e t e 

v lley w ole;  e  ust su  itte         o  u lo  in  wit  t ese  et ils 
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17. J   y Cont e  s – t e L tin  CVAP is too low in t e o tions; t ust  o  unity-  se  o   niz tions w o 

  e   e  M   F-2  n  listen to t ei  voi es   out  ow      ul ot e  o tions   e 

18.  en y Pe ez –  oes not w nt  isto i  l Bl     o  unities wit  se si e  o  unities; Los An eles is   

   o ity L tino  ounty 

19. M  i  B enes   nne City  t u  le – nee   o e ti e to  es on  to  evise      o tions t  t lowe  L tin  

CVAP     ti ul  ly in  D 1 

20. Ti    n ov l  Po on   esi ent  n  M yo  – w nts C l Poly in  D 1 

21. Jo n    t e s – w nts  not e   u li   e  in  on t ese    s  e  use o  t e    n es 

22. R y on  J   son  Coun il e  e   City o   e  os  Be    – su  o ts M   B-3;  e     ity issues   e 

unique; w nts t e  e     ities  e t to et e  

23. F   z Aqil – Downey  esi ent; li es M   G-1  w i    ee s t e G te Cities to et e ; less o    “U” s   e; 

 ut To   n e in  D 2 to  ee  it in t e  out  B y  e ion;  eunite West  ills wit   D 3  n  t e  FV; 

in lu e C l Poly wit  Po on  

24. Ros   oto –  e    in  t e l st two    s s   e   t e e s oul   e    u li   e  in  to   in in ut; L  

      s oul  not  e in  D 1 – it  elon s in  D 4 

25. Toney Lewis  City Coun il  e  e  in Du  te –  l   Du  te is  e t w ole 

26. Jo n Men oz  – t e “ ut”   ove Po on    e we lt ie  nei   o  oo s  n  s oul   e in  D 5 

27. Jose Ruiz  Cultiv LA –  l   to see Po on  in  D 1 

28. Jose Co ne o –  o i ie     s   e  ette   o  t e  FV 

29. Ju y  t Jo n – li e  M   B;  e t  o  unities to et e      ti ul  ly in t e F i Ple   n  Po on    e  

wit  one  u e viso  

30. G  o Liz   o –  s e  to see t e CVAP nu  e s 

31. J    C en  – C in town  esi ent; nee   o e ti e to  i est t e  o i ie     s s own toni  t 

32. C e yl De u  i  Re on o Be     esi ent – li es M   B-3 to  ee  t e  out  B y  ities to et e  wit  

To   n e  n  t e P los Ve  es Peninsul  

33. G y  uen –  ee  C in town-Little To yo to et e ; nee   o e in ut   o  t e  u li ;  on e ne    out 

C in town  n   GV –  i  not  now  ow t e    s will    e t AAP   n  ot e  et ni    ou s; su  o te  

M   F-2  ut w nte   o e ti e to loo   t t e ot e     s 

34. Julie i o – O  oses M   B  n  M   G; su  o ts M   F-2; nee   o e ti e;  o not    e ne  tive 

 e isions to  y t  t   n    e t C in town w e e  oo   eo le   e wo  in  to et e  
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Commissioner Discussions 

T e Co  issione s loo e   t M   OP 081  w i   t e Peo le’s Blo    e   e   s    o i i  tion o  M   F-2. 

The Commissioners looked at Ramona on MAP OP 081. Ramona is in unincorporated Covina and moved from 

SD 5 to SD 1; it connects Pomona with the other parts of SD 1. 

Commissioner Doreena Wong expressed concern about narrowing the maps or making decisions that night 

since the full Commissioners and public are seeing the modified maps of the Ad Hoc Working Groups for the 

first time. 

Interested parties should review the recordings  on “VIDEO FILE FOR ENTIRE MEETING POSTED” at the start 

of the minutes for the full Commissioner discussion. The Commissioners then then shared their observations 

of the modified maps in a round-robin format. Below are just a few of the observations. Various 

Co  issione s i enti ie  t e     o tions t ey “le ne ” tow   . 

▪ Co  issione  M ye        e     on li tin  testi onies; woul  li e to see  FV not sn  e  own to t e 

 e     ities; le ne  tow    t e  o i ie  M   F-2; woul  li e to  et t e W ittie s  l  e  in  D 4; woul  

li e to  ee  West  ills  s    t o  t e  FV; woul  li e to     ess t e Po on   n  F i Ple  issues;  n  

w nte  Little To yo   iFi ( isto i  Fili inotown)   n  C in town to et e  wit  ot e   isto i  

 o  unities.  

▪ Co  issione  M    Men oz  outline  t e ti e   un   in  ettin  t e wo    one  n  t  t t e 

Co  issione s  el  twi e t e nu  e  o   u li   e  in s t  n  equi e   y l w. Li e  i   ove ents in 

 o i ie  M   F-2; still t ou le    out  ovin   D 2 to t e  o st o  t  t  e t in “ ssets” (LA Live  LAX  

 oFi st  iu   et .) s oul   e  ulle  into s e i i   Ds. Le ne  tow    t e  o i ie  M   B-3. 

▪ Co  issione  A olonio Mo  les  o  ente  on W ittie ’s  i  e ent  l  e ents on  ot   o i ie  

   s.  is question w s  ow  u   o  t e  e     ities   e  D 3 ve sus  D 4. Le ne  tow    t e 

 o i ie  M   F-2. 

▪ Co  issione  Nelson O  e on le ns tow    t e  o i ie  B-3    .  e woul  li e to     ess  un V lley 

in  D 3  n  W lnut in  D 5  e  use o   ow t ey we e not  eo     i  lly  li ne   n  s oul   e  o e 

 o    t. 

▪ Co  issione    iles  oto w s  le se  t  t t e two  o i ie     s we e not      ti  lly  i  e ent  

  vin   eviewe  t e  u li  testi ony –  ot  o  l  n  w itten.  e note  t  t  ot  A   o  Wo  in  

G ou s st  te  out wit   i  e ent    s.  e  ointe  out t  t t e G tew y Cities   e   ny  ities  n  

l   e   e s. Le ne  tow     o i ie  M   F-2. 
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▪ Co  issione    i    oto w nte  to t  e    ee e  loo   t M   081 wit  t e notes   o   nne City 

 t u  le   ovi e  t  t   y.   e w s not  e  y to le n into eit e  o  t e  o i ie     s yet.   e t ou  t 

t e  nne City  t u  le’s notes   y  el  to    e t e  o i ie     s st on e . 

▪ Co  issione  B i n  te  e   is usse  M   081  n  t e  u li ’s e    sis on t e  et i  t  es ol s. 

T e Co  issione s  o use  on t e  u li ’s  ee       st ivin  to   l n e  o  etin  inte ests. Li e  

ele ents o  e    o  t e  o i ie     s. 

▪ Co  issione  Jo n Vento w s  on e ne    out  D 2 in  o i ie  M   F-2. 

▪ Co-C  i  C  olyn Willi  s    nowle  e  t  t t e  i  est    llen es we e in  D 2  n  t  t t e A   o  

Wo  in  G ou       e sons  o   onne tin   D 2 wit  t e P  i i  O e n  n  w nte  to  e su  o tive o  

   in  LAX to  D 2.   e li e   D 2 in  o i ie  M   B-3  ut le ne  tow     o i ie  M   F-2.   

▪ Co  issione  Do een  Won  o se ve  t  t t e  oun   ies we e si il    etween t e two A   o  

Wo  in  G ou s. Le ne  tow     o i ie  M   F-2.  

▪ Co  issione  Je n F  n lin  ointe  out t  t t e Co  issione s  e  esent 10  illion  esi ents  n  

t  t  o  unities   ve  i  e ent nee s  in lu in   i  e ent nee e   esou  es. M ny o  t e  u li  

 o  ents   out  o  unities not w ntin  to  e  oine  wit  ot e   o  unities  e in e   e  o  t e 

ol    ys o  se  e  tion.   e w nte  to  el   o  unities to   ow. Le ne  tow    M   B-3. 

▪ Co  issione  D vi   oltz  n  e e  e  to t e  ist i ution o   ssets in t e LA City  e ist i tin    o ess 

 s    e ns to  e ist i ute  owe .  n  is  in   t e  o i ie     s   e too si il   to t e  u  ent  Ds.  e 

 e e en e  t e    s  e        e wit   FV  o e to et e .  e su  o te   ivi in   ities  n  

unin o  o  te    e s i  ne ess  y to  es e t CO s.  n te  s o  T i-Cities   e  i  not  elieve inte -

 ove n ent l  u is i tions we e  e le tive o  t e CO s in t ose   e s.  e  ointe  out t  t P s  en    s 

no  oot ol  wit   ollywoo -Bu   n  Ai  o t.  e st te  t  t Glen  le  n  Bu   n    e in  FV; 

P s  en  is in  GV. Mu   o  Bu   n  is in t e  e i   usiness in  FV  es e i lly  tu io City  n  

  e   n O  s.  e w nte  Bu   n  in  FV.  e li e   is M   OP 093. 

Commissioner Motions 

Motion 1 on Elevating Ad Hoc Working Groups’ Two Maps Passed 

Motion was made and seconded to elevate the Ad  o  Wo  in  G ou s’ two    s to become Map Options B-

4 and F-3. The motion passed. 

Motion Made: Commissioner Brian Stecher 
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Motion Seconded: Commissioner John Vento and Commissioner Mary Kenney 

Outcome: Passed 

  

Yes Commissioner Jean Franklin Absent Commissioner Priscilla Orpinela-Segura 

No Commissioner David Holtzman Yes Commissioner Hailes Soto 

Yes Commissioner Mary Kenney Yes Commissioner Saira Soto 

Yes Co-Chair Daniel Mayeda Yes Commissioner Brian Stecher 

Yes Commissioner Mark Mendoza Yes Commissioner John Vento 

Yes Commissioner Apolonio Morales Yes Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

Yes Commissioner Nelson Obregon Yes Commissioner Doreena Wong 

Motion 2 on Elevating Map 081 

Motion 1 was made and seconded to elevate Map 081. 

Motion Made: Commissioner Doreena Wong 

Motion Seconded: Commissioner Saira Soto 

Amendment to Motion 2 to add Map 091 and Map 081 

A motion was made and seconded to amend Motion 2 and elevate both Map 091 with Map 081. 

Commissioners expressed concerns about elevating more maps versus narrowing the number of maps. 

Motion Made: Commissioner David Holtzman 

Motion Seconded: Commissioner Jean Franklin 

Roll Call “Call the Question” to Vote on the Amendment 

Co-Chair Carolyn Williams called the question to vote on the amendment. A roll call w s t  en. T e “C ll t e 

Question”   sse . 

Yes Commissioner Jean Franklin Excused Commissioner Priscilla Orpinela-Segura 

Abstain Commissioner David Holtzman Yes Commissioner Hailes Soto 

Yes Commissioner Mary Kenney Yes Commissioner Saira Soto 

Yes Co-Chair Daniel Mayeda Yes Commissioner Brian Stecher 

Yes Commissioner Mark Mendoza Yes Commissioner John Vento 

Yes Commissioner Apolonio Morales Yes Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

Yes Commissioner Nelson Obregon Yes Commissioner Doreena Wong 

Amendment to Motion 2 Failed 

The vote was taken on the Amendment to Motion 2. The Amendment failed. 

Motion Made: Commissioner David Holtzman 
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Motion Seconded: Commissioner Jean Franklin 

Outcome: Failed 

  

No Commissioner Jean Franklin Excused Commissioner Priscilla Orpinela-Segura 

Yes Commissioner David Holtzman No Commissioner Hailes Soto 

No Commissioner Mary Kenney No Commissioner Saira Soto 

No Co-Chair Daniel Mayeda No Commissioner Brian Stecher 

No Commissioner Mark Mendoza No Commissioner John Vento 

No Commissioner Apolonio Morales No Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

No Commissioner Nelson Obregon No Commissioner Doreena Wong 

Motion 2 on Elevating Map 081 Failed 

The Commissioners then voted on Motion 2. The motion failed. 

Motion Made: Commissioner Doreena Wong 

Motion Seconded: Commissioner Saira Soto 

Outcome: Failed 

  

No Commissioner Jean Franklin Excused Commissioner Priscilla Orpinela-Segura 

Abstain Commissioner David Holtzman No Commissioner Hailes Soto 

No Commissioner Mary Kenney Yes Commissioner Saira Soto 

No Co-Chair Daniel Mayeda No Commissioner Brian Stecher 

No Commissioner Mark Mendoza No Commissioner John Vento 

No Commissioner Apolonio Morales No Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

No Commissioner Nelson Obregon Yes Commissioner Doreena Wong 

Motion 3 to Eliminate Map G-1 Passed 

A motion was made and seconded to eliminate Map G-1. The motion passed. 

Motion Made: Commissioner Mary Kenney 

Motion Seconded: Commissioner Jean Franklin 

Outcome: Approved 

  

Yes Commissioner Jean Franklin Excused Commissioner Priscilla Orpinela-Segura 

Abstain Commissioner David Holtzman Yes Commissioner Hailes Soto 

Yes Commissioner Mary Kenney Yes Commissioner Saira Soto 

Yes Co-Chair Daniel Mayeda Yes Commissioner Brian Stecher 

Yes Commissioner Mark Mendoza Yes Commissioner John Vento 

Yes Commissioner Apolonio Morales Yes Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

Yes Commissioner Nelson Obregon Yes Commissioner Doreena Wong 
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6b. Review of form resolutions for map adoption and final report (informational only – no action) – Holly 

Whatley, Independent Legal Counsel 

Given the late hour, Holly Whatley, Independent Legal Counsel, offered that this item be continued at the next 

meeting. 

6c. Update and discussion of Final Report (informational only – no action) – Gayla Kraetsch Hartsough, 

Executive Director 

Gayla Kraetsch Hartsough provided a quick update, starting with a display of the names of the Co-Chairs and 

Commissioners serving on the Ad Hoc Working Group to review the draft Final Report 

▪ Co-C  i  D niel M ye   
▪ Co-C  i  C  olyn Willi  s 
▪ Co  issione s: 

o A olonio Mo  les – Out e    
o M  y Kenney – Le isl tu e 
o   iles  oto – M   in  
o Do een  Won  – De o     y  n  Out e                      

She offered to place Part A and Part B of the draft Final Report into a shared Drop Box folder so that all 

Commissioners could read it, and not just the Ad Hoc Working Group members. Commissioners needed to 

understand that the Final Report is a draft and that changes will be made in the version for their final 

approval. The Final Report structure involves these three parts: 

▪ P  t A –   ovi es  n e e utive su    y    esents t e  in l su e viso i l       n  s   es lessons 
le  ne   o   utu e LA County CRCs Note: C   te  A.1   nnot  e w itten until t e Co  ission   o ts 
t e  in l      y De e  e  12  2021.  t is  u  ently   out 19    es.  t will  lso  e t e P  t o  t e Fin l 
Re o t  ost wi ely  e  .  

▪ P  t B:  e   in Review –  o u ents t e   o ess  st  tin  wit  t e  o   tion o  t e LA County CRC  n  
 ow it w s o   nize .  t outlines  u li  out e    e  o ts  CO   u li   e  in s  u in  t e su  e   t e 
    in    t   se  n  so tw  e  sele tion o      in  o tions  o   u li   e  in s   n   u li   e  in s 
on t e     o tions t  t le  to t e   o tion o  t e  in l    . Note: T is w ite-u  is   out 55    es 
lon .  

▪ P  t C: A  en i es –   esents    ition l       oun  in o   tion  n   e o ts on t e   o ess  su    s 
Co  issione -    ove   o u ents (e. .  Pu li  Out e    Pl n    len   );    i lly  ol  ize  vote  
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 n lysis  e  o  e ; lists o  t e 
Census t    s  n   lo  s  ssi ne  to 
e    su e viso i l  ist i t;  n  
 ssi ne  st    su  o t. T e 
Co  issione s  o not nee  to 
 eview t e A  en i es sin e it 
 onsists o   e o ts  l e  y     ove .  

She quickly highlighted the aggressive 

timeline: 

 

AGENDA ITEM 7: EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S 

REPORT – Gayla Kraetsch Hartsough, Ph.D. 

Gayla Kraetsch Hartsough outlined the 

meeting dates and times, including two 

tentative special meetings. It was agreed 

to schedule both, given the work ahead.  

AGENDA ITEM 8: ADJOURNMENT – Co-

Chair Dan Mayeda 

Co-Chair Mayeda adjourned the meeting 

at 11:22 p.m. 

 

To sign up for receiving future LA County 

CRC notices, go to: 

redistricting.lacounty.gov 

To submit input to the public hearings, 

including signing up for speaking before 

the Commission, go to: 

https://forms.gle/2SDZSxEuKNZ3ZU1KA 

        

        

  

                 
      

             

       

              

       

                 
      

              

             

       

             

       

              

                       

            

        

  

COMPL T  AD  OC WG R V  W 
B  FR DA  AT NOON

 NT GRAT  C ANG   FR DA -
 ATURDA 

PR   NT TO FULL COMM    ON 
ON  UNDA   D C MB R 12  2021  

M  T NG

http://www.redistricting.lacounty.gov/
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